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ABOUT 
Reſtoring ſome Prayers, &c. 
| Summed up in ſome | 
P:.:1n ten 


Upon the ſeveral HEADS of it. 


By a Private Perſon, at the Requeſt 
of his Friend. 


Now Publiſhed for the Satisfaction of thoſe, 
who want the Leiſure, or Capacity, to 
read and examine what has dern written 
upon this Occaſion. * 
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Printed for Tho. BIKER TON at the Crown ip 
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CON TROVERSY 

amour 
RESTORING, &c. © 


Summed up. 


HE Things infiſted upon to 

be Reſtored, are: The Mzxt 

Cup, Prayers for the Dead, 

= 4 Prayer for the Deſcent of 

4 the Holy Ghoſt upon the 
a 


1 cramental Elements, and 
An Oblatory Prayer. Of each of which I 
ſhall ſpeak in its order. Only before I pro- 
ceed to this, I think it requiſite to premiſe 


ſome general Propoſitions for the Baſis and 
| Foun- 


— z —k— — 


66) 
Foundation of the whole: And they are 
theſe following. 


The Preliminary Propoſitions 


1. That nothing can be neceſſary to be 
— 2 by us, but what is made ſo by the 

ill of God; becauſe where there is no 
Law, there can be no Obligation. 


„ \That God has made known his Will | 


to us, only theſe two Ways; either by the 
Light of Reaſon, or by the Light of Reve- 
lation. 


3. Thar the Will of God concerning theſe I 


controverted Practices cannot be known b 
the Light of Reaſon, becauſe our Obliga- 
tion to them cannot be deduced from any 


natural Principles. 


4. That therefore the Neceſſity of them 


muſt be proved only from the Revealed 


Will of God. 


5. That the Holy Scriptures are the only 
authentick and ſacred Records, which we 
have, of the Revealed Will of God, becauſe 
they, and they only, were written by the 


Direction, and under the Guidance of the 
Holy 


„„ e rere ua oa 


oy Spirit, to preſerve and convey that 
i to .. | | 


H 
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6. That whatever is made neceſſary by 
the Revealed Willof God, is moſt certainly 
reſerved and delivered to us, in the Holy 
criptures ; becauſe that is the great End, 

for which they were written. And to 

charge them with a Failure, in their chief 

End, is no ſmall Reflection upon the Holy 

Spirit, by whoſe Direction and under whoſe 

Guidance they were written; becauſe it 

manifeſtly reproaches him with that Failure. 


7. That Tradition truly Catholick, is an 
excellent Comment upon the Holy Scrip- 
tures, and highly uſeful to confirm and ex- 

lain the true Senſe and Meaning of them : 

ut it is by no means a diſtinct, partial, and 
co-ordinate Rule with them, to ſupply, and 
more eſpecially in the Eſſentials of Reli- 
gion, any Defects in them; becauſe that is 
.F wholly inconſiſtent with that Perfection, 


which is aſcribed to them, not only by 


themſelves, but by Catholick Tradition 
too. ä 


Of the Mixt Cup. 


| Haying prefixed theſe introductory Pro- 
poſitions, I come now to the Fir Uſage 
| inſiſted 


(TP nos 
inſiſted upon to be Reſtored, I mean 
the Mixt Cup in the Sacrament. And 
here my Propoſitions are theſe: | 


1. That this Mixture has not the leaſt 
Foundation in that Hiſtory, which is given 
us of the Inſtitution of this Sacrament by 
the three Evangeliſts, St. Matthew, St. Mar 
and St. Luke, nor in the Rehearſal of it by 
St. Paul, nor in any other part of the Sa- 
cred Writings. e : 


2. That it does not ſeem' poſſible, for 
any good Reaſon to be given, why the 
Sacred Writers ſhould deliver to us, in the 
Hiſtory of the Inſtitution of this Sacrament, 


the other eſſential Parts of it, and omit this 


of the Mixture, if this were equally neceſſary 
with them, as it muſt be, if it be an eſſen · 
tial Part too. 12 1 351 55 8 


3: That the Uſe of it in the Jeuiſh Paſ- 
ſoever was not founded upon any divine 
Inſtitution, nor is it any where recorded in 
the Holy Scriptures; but was a mere hu- 


man Inſtitution, and related only by ſome 
Jewiſh Writers. 


4. That this human Inſtitution ſeems to 
be taken from the Cuſtom of the Country, 
in drinking their Wine mingled with Water 

AY upon 


Hiſtory of the Euchariſt, in Walker's Tranſ: 


upon all other Occaſions, by reaſon of the 
Strength of it. / doofe 


F. That our Bleſſed Lord's Uſe of it can 
never be prov'd from the mixt Cup in the 
Paſſover, becauſe the Jewiſh Rituals, as 
Buxtorf, A very Learned Perſon, and tho- 
roughly acquainted with them, informs us, 
left it ro the liberty of every Perſon, in ce- 
lebrating the Paſſoyer, to uſe pure Wine, or 
Wine mingled with Water, Hiſt. F. Cen, 
F. zo; as 1 find him cited in L'Arroques 


o 
* 


ee eee 
6. That could our Bleſſed Saviour's Uſe 

of it in the Inſtitution of this Sacrament be 
never ſo plainly proy'd from the Fei 
Paſſover, it would not make it an ell: ential 
Part of it, becauſe that ſhews, it was not 
purpoſely prepared for the Uſe of this Sacra- 
ment, nor mingled by him upon that occa- 
ſion „bur was deſignedly prepared for the 
Paſſover, and only, accidentally made uſe of 
by him in that manner for his own Sacra- 
ment, as the unleavened Bread was in the 
other part of it, which was a like acciden- 
tal Circumſtance in ir. | 


- # SS £4 


. That we have no Account of the Uſe 

of it by the Apoſtles themſelves, or by the 

#/-:.> 48 4 [ ö * 4,» g F 
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Chriſtian Church, till ſome time after the 


Apoſtolical Age. 


8. That when we are told it was uſed in 
the Sacrament, it was not purpoſely pre- 
pared for it, but was taken from thoſe Obla- 
tions which were made at the Altar before 
the Celebration of it. | 
9. That thoſe Oblations were not made 
ſolely for the Uſe of the Sacrament, but for 
ſeveral other pious and charitable Uſes, as 
the providing for the Love Feaſts, the Main- 
tenance of the Clergy and Poor, and the 
ſupplying the other Wants and Neceſſities 


of the Church. 3 


10. That Wine mingled with Water made 


part of thoſe Oblations, becauſe it was tho 


common Way of drinking Wine in thoſe 
Countries. 3 


11. That had thoſe Oblations been con- 
tinued for the ſame Uſes in our Country, 
unmingled Wine would in all probability 
have made a part of them, becauſe that is 
the common Way of drinking amongſt us. 


132. That in the Uſe of the unmix'd Cup 
we do conform to the Cuſtom of our Coun- 
try, as they did in the mixt one to the Cuſtom 
of theirs. 13. That 


( 11) 


13. That when the Neceſſity of the Mix- 
ture 1 to be preſs'd, it was from the 
Example of our Bleſſed Lord, and the my- 
ſtical Reaſons in the thing it ſelf. 


14. That the Example of our Bleſſed 
Lord might be no more certainly known 
to Them, at their diſtance from the Inſtitu- 


tion, than it is to Us at this time; but 


might be only taken by em for granted 
from the Cuſtom of the Jews at their 
Paſſover, and of the Chriſtians in their 
Euchariſt. 4: 


15. That were the Example of our Bleſ- 
ſed Lord never ſo apparent, it would not 
make the Mixture a neceſſary Part of the 


Sacrament, becauſe ir was no more than an 


accidental Circumſtance occaſion'd by the 
Cuſtom of that Time and Country, and can 
no more oblige us than all the other Circum- 
ſtances of the Inſtitution. q 


16. That the myſtical Reaſons, ſuch as 
the repreſenting Chri#7's divine and human 
Nature, the Water and Blood from his Side, 
and his Union with his People, are no where 
to be found in the Holy Scriptures, but are 
manifeſtly the ſymbolicdl Alluſions of after 


Times, when a Myſtery was ſought for by 
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ſome devout Perſons in almoſt every thin 
And tho” theſe Reaſons might be made or 
of as pious Enforcements to the Obſervance 
of this Practice, where it was us'd ; yet 
they can never be drawn into any ſolid 
Arguments for the Neceſſity of N it, 
where tis diſus'd. 


17. That tho unmingled Cu does come 
ncarer to the Similitude or Reſt; mblance be- 
tween the Sign and the thing ſignify'd, both 
in the outward Form and Appearance, as 
the Colour, and the inward Virtue and Effi- 
cacy, the refreſhing and enliyening Quality, 
than the mixr Cup doth. | 


18. That in the Uk of the unmingled 
Cup we do conform to the Uſe of our own 
Church, which has a full Authority to de- 
termine us in all matters of this nature, 


u hich Chriſt and his Apoſtles have left un- 


determin'd ; and likewiſe do what we can 
towards the preſerving the Unity of it, in 


making no Breach in it for unneceſſary 
Matters, »o 77 1:1: 


N [1 


u. The Second chi inſiſted u upor to be 
Reſtor d, is, Prayers for the Dead : 


And m pee 80 this Head 
N That 


e RE 
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( 13 ) 
1. That we have no Precept for theſe 
Prayers, nor any Example of em, nor any 
Promiſe made to em in all the Holy Scrip- 
tures. „ „no 119%} SER CF-1 AUR $4,511 


2. That the only Precept pretended for 
em, is the Supplication for all Saints, in- 
join'd by St. Paul, Epheſ. 6. 18. but this I 
think can't be extended to the Saints de- 
parted, without putting a Senſe upon the 
place, which has no manner of Founda- 
tion in the Context, nor any Commenta- 
tor, that I know. of, either ancient or mo- 
dern, for the Support of it. 


3. That there are but two Examples pre- 

tended for 'em in all the Scriptures: The 
Sacrifice of Judas Maccabæus for thoſe 
who were ſlain in Battle, and the Prayer 
of St. Paul for Oneſphorus. a 


s 


4. That the Sacrifice of Judas Macca- 
baus ſeems to be offer d by him rather by 
S way-of Attonement for the Living, as in 
the Caſe of Achau, than by way of Expia- 
tion for the Dead; or take it otherwiſe, yet 
the Story it ſelf is related only by an Apo- 
cry phal Writer of little Authority or Credit, 
and the Practice, as by him interpreted, is 
condemned by our Adverſaries themſelves in 
the Diſpute. | 


5. That 
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ſiphorus does manifeſtly relate to the Day 


(14) 
5. That the Prayer of St. Paul for One- 
of Judgment, and beſides, can't be any way 
made appear to have been offer'd for him 


after his Death. 


6. That the firſt Account we have of the 


Commemoration of the Dead in the Chri- 


ſtian Church, is in the Epiſtle of the Church 
of Smyrna concerning the Martyrdom of 
St. Polycarp, and that was purely by way 
of Praiſe and Thankſgiving, and only in 
Honour of the Dead, and for the Edifica- 
tion of the Living. | 


57. That the only Office for the Dead, 
wherein the moſt ancient Liturgies do chief- 


ly agree, fo far as I have obſerv'd, conſiſts 


of Commemorations of em with Praiſe and 
Thankſgiving for their preſent Happineſs, 
and Prayers for the Conſummation of it at 
the Grear Nay. Fl Fc 


8. That our eſtabliſh'd Liturgy has re- 
tain'd both Parts of this Office, and that 
the new Liturgy does not appear to me to 
go any further in this matter; and conſe- 
quently there can be no good Reaſon for 
gur parting with our old one for it, and 
much leſs for making a Separation upon it, 


9. That 


Jy 
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9. That the firſt Author which is brought 
for Prayers for the Dead is Tertullian, who 


wrote about the Beginning of the Third 


Century, and does ingenuouſly confeſs, that 
this Practice was not founded upon the 


Scriptures, but upon Cuſtom only; and he 


does not tell us when that Cuſtom began, 
or by whom, which ſeems to be no ſmall 
Prejudice to it. „ 


10. That the next Author which is cited 
for em is St. Cyprian, who liv'd in the ſame 
Century and Country with him, and had no 


ſmall Veneration for him: And this might 


prejudice him in favour of this Practice, 
and give it a greater Anthority in that 
Church, the Church of Africa, where the 
both liv'd. And how far even that Churc 
carry'd that Practice at that time, does no 
where appear. | 


11. That theſe two are the only un- 
doubred Authorities which' we have for 


theſe Prayers for the firſt 300 Years aſter 


Chriſt, which is ſurely no {mall Objection 
to the Antiquity and Univerſality of em. 


12. That when theſe Prayers came to be 


more generally offer d up in the Church, 


we ſoon find there were no ſmall Differences 
| about 


(616) 
about em, both in reſpect of the perſons, 
ang} of the things to be Pray d for. v 


jj 131 That theſe Differences" in practice 
Ml proceeded from the different Opinions which 
1 they had of the State of the Dead, and of 
the Effect of their Prayers for m. 
1 

18 I4. That this difference of Opinions wa 
0 occaſion'd by the want which they had 

Mm any certain Frinciples to ADOW theſe things 
| FEE 
"HL - ; 
0 5. That all the Knowledge e which wad | 
bl be had of theſe things muſt be from Reve- 
0 lation, and that our Rivelacion Ad 
„ a future State is very imperfect. Kal 

i 16. That moſt of the Revelation of: a fa- 
0 ture State does relate to the State aſter the 
tt Day of Judgment, when the Righteous will 
6 be taken up into Heaven, and the Wicked 
I caſt down into Hell. 5 

| 17. That the little Revelation which we 
1 have of the intermediate State, the State 
i between Death and Judgment, does only 
ith make known to us that there are two States, 
M a State of ——_ for the Righteous; and 
bl; a State of Mi for the Wicked, where 
kh they muſt both "remain till the laſt Judg- 
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iy ment, 
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ment, the one with a joyful Expectation 
of the Conſummation of their Bliſs in the 
higheſt Heavens, and the other with a ter- 
rible Proſpect of the Increaſe of their Tor- 
ments in the loweſt Hell ; bur ſays nothing 
either of the Place or Nature of this inter- 
mediate Happineſs or Miſery, or of what 
theſe departed Souls do for us, or of what 


we are to do for them. 


18. That ſince all our Prayers ought to 
be according to the Will of God, and God 
has no where given us any Revelation of 
his Will concerning theſe Prayers for the 
Dead, either in reſpect of any Duty hich 
lies upon us to pray for them, or any Bene- 
ſit which they are capable of receiving by 
it, there can be no real Foundation for the 
Neceſlity of theſe Prayers, nor any juſt 
Reaſon for making a Separation for the 
want of 'em. I | 


III. The Third thing inſiſted upon to be 
reſtor'd, is, The Prayer for the De- 
ſtent of the Holy Gho## upon the Sa- 
cramental Elements. Upon which 
follow theſe Propoſitions : 


I. That we are commanded in the Inſti- 


tution to do what our Bleſſed Saviour did, 
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to take Bread and the Cup, and to give 
Thanks for em, and to bleſs*'em, or to beg 


God's Bleſſing upon 'em: For this is im- 


ply'd in either of the Words Euxag51oas Or 
Evuaoſyoas, which are wfomiſcuodlly us'd in 
the Hiſtory of the Inſtitution, and have 
both the ſame Senſe and Meaning; for this 
Reaſon, I think; becauſe the Prayers upon 
ſuch occaſions amongſt the Jews did, and 
e Chriſtians ſhould conſiſt of both 
Thankſgiving and a Bleſſing, and fo ma) 


very well be expreſs d by either of theſe 


Words: | 


2. Sat our Bleſſed Lord and his Apoſtles 
have Icft us no particular Office or Form of 
Prayer for this occaſion, ' _ 


3. That every Church has an Authority, 
and is under an Obligation, to provide a 
proper Office or Form for its own Uſe. | 


4. Thar the Church of England has pre- 


ſcrib'd ſuch an Office or Form for us, and 


impoſed it upon us by her Rubricks and 
Canons, and the State has confirm'd it by | 
its Laws, | | 


5. That in this Office ſhe requires her 
Miniſters to take Bread and Wine, and to 
place them upon the Altar for the Uſe of the 

| i Sacra- 
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Sacrament, and to beg God's Acceptance of 
em in the Prayer for the Church Militant; 
and to prays in their Addreſs to God imme- 
diately before the Conſecration Prayer, that 
we may, by what we are then going todo, 
ſo eat the Fleſh of his dear Son Tons Chriſt, 
and drink his Blood, that our ſinful Bodies 
may be made clean by his Body, and our 
Souls waſhed through his moſt precious 
Blood, and that we may evermore dwell in 


him, and he in us: And in the Conſecration 


Prayer to profeſs, by way of Praiſe and Gra- 
titude to Almighty God our heavenly Father, 
that of his tender Mercy he did give his only 
Son Jeſus Chriſt to ſuffer Death upon the 
Croſs for our Redemption, and did inſtitute, 
and in his holy Goſpel command us to con- 


tinue a perpetual Memory of that his pre- 


cious Death until his coming again; and 
humbly to beſeech him to grant, that we 


receiving theſe his Cteatures of Bread and 


Wine according to his Son our Saviour Je- 
ſus Chrif's holy Inſtitution, in remem- 


- brance of his Death and Paſſion, may be 
Partakers of his moſt bleſſed Body and 
Blood; and then to repeat the Words of the 


Inſtitution : And to all this the People are 
required to ſay, Amen. 


6. That tho' this Office or Form were 


capable of Improvement, and might be 
* 1 4 made 
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made fuller and more agreeable to the Na. 
ture of this Sacrament, and the Primitive 
Forms; yet ſo long as there is no eſſential 
Defect in it, we mult leave it to our Gover- 
nours both in Church and State, to make 
that Improvement of it at a proper Time, 
and in ſuch a regular manner, as is accord- 
ing to the Conſtitution of both. _ 


7. That private Perſons have nothing to 
do to make any Alterations in it, whilſt 
they can law fully conform to it; but ought 
to be contented with it, and thankful for it, 
and to wait for a Reformation of it, till it 
can be made by a competent Authority. 


8. That this Sacrament adminiſter'd ac- 
cording to this Form by the lawful Ortho- 
dox Miniſters of this Church, and receiv'd 
by them and their People, with all thoſe 
Qualifications and Diſpoſit ions which are 
required init, will without doubt make both 
of them worthy Receivers and Partakers 
of all the Benefits of it. 


9. That the Adminiſtration of this Sacra- 
ment by this Form in the Unity of the 
Church, will moſt certainly be more accep- 
table to God, and beneficial to our ſelves, 
than the Adminiſtration of it by the moſt 
perfect and moſt primitive Form in a State of 
Separation from it. IV. The 
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Iv. The Fourth thing inſiſted upon to be 

reſtor'd, is, The Oblatory Prayer im. 
mediately after the Con ſecration. And 
1 upon this Head are 
theſe: 7 3 


1. That this Sacrament is Chriſt's Repre- 
ſentative Sacrifice in the ſame ſenſe that tis 
his repreſentative Body and Blood, becauſe 
it is his repreſentative Body, not as whole, 
but as broken and crucify d, and given to 
God for us; and his repreſentative Blood, 
not- as in his Veins, but as ſhed or poured 
out to God for us; and it is both, not in a 
literal and natural ſenſe, but in a myſtical, 
legal or covenant ſenſe, by being the ſame 
thing to us with what it repreſents, in all 
the Virtue, Efficacy or Benefits of it. 


2. That in the Adminiſtration of this ga- 


crament the Church does require her Mini- 


ſters to uſe the Words of Inſtitution, and in 
uſing them they repreſent Chriſt himſelf do 
what he did, declare in his Name, and by 
his Authority, of the Breadand Wine: 75 
is my Body, which ts here grven (to God) 
for you : Thus is, my Blood, which is here. 
ſhed or poured out (to God) for you; that 

is, repreſentatively in both. | 


3. That 
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3. That this is all the offering which 
Chri made of himſelf to his Father in this 
Sacrament, ſo far as appears to us from the 
Inſtitution; and if we do all that we are 
there told he did, we do all that he there 
commanded us to do, and ſo can't be guil- 
ty of any ſinful Defe& in our Admini- 

ration. | 


4. That the Church does pray for the 
Application of the Merits of this Sacrifice 
to all her Communicants in general, in the 
Conſecration Prayer, that by receiving the 


Creatures of Bread and Wine atcording to 


Chriſt's holy Inſtitution, they may be Par- 
takers of his moſt bleſſed Body and Blood : 
To every Communicant in particular, in 


the Form of Diſtribution : The. Body of our 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt, which was given for 
thee, the Blood of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
which was ,ſhed for. thee, preſerve thy 
Body and Soul unto everlaſting Life : 
And to the whole Chriſtian Church, in the 
firſt Prayer in the Poſt-Communion : That 
our heavenly Father: would mercifully ac- 
cept this our Sacrifice of Praiſe and 
T hank/eiving, and grant, that by the Me- 
rits and Death of Jeſus Chriſt, and thro 
Faith in his Blood,. we and all the whole 
Church may obtain Remiſſion of our m_ 
an 


( 23) 


and all other Benefits of his Paſſion. 


: / . 5 
is 5. That tho' this part of our Office were 
ne capable of ſome Impetement roo, yet 
re whilſt there is no ſinful Defect in it, we 
re ought to conform to it, and to make no 
I Separation upon the account of ir. 
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S 
O Reaſon for reſtoring the Prayers and 
Directions of Edw. VI*"'s Liturgy. 
No ſufficient Reaſon for reſtoring the Prayers 


and Directions, &c. In two Parts. 
No juſt Grounds for introducing the New 


Communion Office, in anſwer to a late Appen- 


dix and Dr. Bret's Poſtſcript. 
Aqua vino Euchariſtico non neceſſario admi- 
e Concio habita, &c. per Sam. Drake, 
No Neceſſity to alter the Common Prayer, &c. 
The New Separation from the Church of 
England groundleſs, cc. ä 
Mr. Collier's Deſertion diſcuſs'd, &c. 
A Dialogue between Timothy and Thomas. 


